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Federal Communications Commission
191 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

As a responsible adult involved in the hobby of flying radio controlled aircraft, I urge you not
to pass the proposed rule known as Docket 92-235. The inclusion of this type of radio activity in such
close proximity to the channels now in use for radio controlled models would result In many, many
accidents involving the loss of property in which modellers have invested a very significant amount of
time and money. The incidents could also result in injuries to human beings and damage to other
property.

Not too long ago, the FCC granted new frequencies for radio control of models. While this
action did result in more frequencies to operate our models from, it also meant, for many of us, significant
costs (I have invested nearly $800 myself) to upgrade our equipment. The proposed docket would mean
additional investments if, indeed the necessary technologies to eliminate the dangers from
spurious signals.

As a long time participant in the hobby, I appreciate the current set of frequencies now
allotted to our activities. The recent increase in the number of channels has allowed many newcomers to
participate. Please do not place our hobby at great risk by approving Docket 92-235.

Than you for your consideration,

......../\""'-- e~
James C Deck
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It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications Commission(FCC) is considering an action that
will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very
important hobby of mine, radio controlled (RIC) model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface
models by keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part
88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the
30 frequencies of the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In
fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon
me and the entire RIC hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile
user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe
health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 6 years. I own 3
radios and several model airplanes and cars. In addition, I
have numerous engines, motors chargers, field accessories
and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you
consider there are hundreds of thousands of other RIC
hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule
changes will affect a lot of people economically and in
terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10Khz spacing
between all frequencies on 75MHz and 72 MHz bands available
for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate
this hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30
years and has so much investment of money and enjoyment of
people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine.
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes. helicopters. cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and swface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and :frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental Impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or heUcopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowina about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for --::1.- years. I own~ radios and -!1- model
airplanes. helicopters,~In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to suppon my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed role changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urae you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacina between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment or money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sample Letter to FCC (from consumer)
Regarding FCC Rule Making

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

[Date]

RECEIVED

'JAN 271995

FCC MAIL ROOM

It /993
/

RECEIVED

JAN 27 1993 1

FEDERAl.. C~MU~iCAli()iS GC"IMiSSlON
(HICf OF THE SECRETARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for ).11 years. I own L radios and .J3...... model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,



Sample Letter to FCC (from consumer)
Regarding FCC Rule Making

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:
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It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more cha1D1els wi11likely be
affected.

.
This action will have a severe, detrimental Impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby

industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard•.

vJe;/ I have been involved in this hobby for:LZ.. years. I own.-le- radios and ./JL. model
airplahes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to suppon my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequendes on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

",



Sample Letter to FCC (from consumer)
Regarding FCC Rule Making

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

[Date] J1~~ 2~ 1193
RFCEaVcU RECEIVED

.JAN 27 1993\
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It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Pan 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on m:e 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected. .

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for:1J years. I own --.1.- radios and --.A.- model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~~.l.J'bv
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to whom it may concern:
I have participated in the radio controlled model

airplane hobby for over 30 years. I am a member of several
hobby related organizations, both local and national, and am
an active operator of radio controlled aircraft.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the FCC with the above cited PR Docket
number. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use,
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes. Rule changes initiated in
by the FCC 1991 had a profound impact on RIC modelers in that
all equipment manufactured prior to that date became
obselete, requiring the purchase of new equipment, or the
upgrading of old equipment at a very high cost to the
modeler. The proposed changes would likewise make all
present equipment obselete and impose new and unrealistic
costs on those who already have a large investment in RIC
equipment.

RIC radio frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band which is
prima r ily us ed for pr i va t e land mobile di spa t ch opera tlons.
With the bandwidth separation now in use there has been
little or no interference between users. If the FCC creates
more frequencies by splitting current ones into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan, the resulting
scheme will force RIC frequencies closer to mobile land
frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. In addition, I understand that under the new
proposals the number of assigned frequencies for RIC
opera tion will be reduced from 50 to 19.

The RIC community goes to extreme lengths to assure
safety of flight operations for the sake of the operators,
spectators, bystanders and the protection of property. Many
of the safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the RIC frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is reduced as proposed, the remaining
frequencies, of which there are now barely enough, will
become overly congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased. Please understand that many model
airplanes have wingspans up to 10 feet and weights of as much
as 30 pounds, and are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the craft. We fly our models
at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the full complement of frequencies now
assigned for the use of model aircraft in order to insure a
safe flying environment.

Considering the fact s as s tat ed above, It is not wise



for the FCC to seek more frequencies at the expense of the
radio control modelers just give more frequencies to land
mobile operators. The FCC may not think the RIC operators
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself.

Please do not change the FCC frequency regulations that
now apply to RIC aircraft, or other types of models.

Sincerely,

I~UJ ::J/fC~
Dennis McAllister
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
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Dear Sirs:

February 22, 1993
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FCC MAtl ROOM

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
is considering an action that will severely Itmit and potentially eliminate a very
important hobby of mine. radio controlled (RC) model airplanes, Helicopters, cars &
boats.

¥Our Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces part
90 of your rules with a new part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft
and surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequenciea used by RIC enthusiasts. The new part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of
at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies
an the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In all likelyhood more channels will be
affected.

THIS ACTION WILL HAVE A SEVERE, DETRIMENTAL IMPACT UPON ME AND THE ENTIRE RIc
HOBBY INDUSTRY. IF PUT INTO EFFECT, MY AIRPLANE OR HELICOPTER COULD BE EASILY BE SHOT
OUT OF THE SKYBY A K)BILE USER Iltd HAVE NO WAY OF KNOWING ABOUT. THIS CREATES A
SEVERE HEALTH HAZARD.

1 have been involved in this hobby for 16 years. I own 2 radios and 3 model
radio controlled airplanes. In additi6n, 1 have numerous engines, motors, chargers,
field XflXIJ»I accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby.
When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of other hobbyists in the U.S.
just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically
and in terms of enjoyment.

I URGE YOU TO RECONSIDER THIS. KEEP 10Khz SPACING BETWEEN ALL FREQUENCIES
ON 15 MHz AND 72 MHzBANDS AVAILABLE FOR SAFE USE BY RIC ENTHUSIASTS. PLEASE
DON IT ELIMINATE THIS HOBBY THAT HAS GROWN TREMENDOUSLY OVER THE PAST 30 YEARS
AND HAS SO MUCH INVESTMENT OF MONEY AND ENJOYMENT OF PEOPLE NATIONWIDE.

I thank you for your consideration

Sincerely

PS We have 101 members in our local Radio Controlled Model Airplane club here
in Mankato, Minnesota. The members of our club have a total investment of
about $450,000 in this hobby. Nationwide that makes quite an industry.
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January 22 i 1993

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering...an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 2- years. I own -L radios and~ model
~helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field

accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~p~
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1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:
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RECEIVED
January 22 i1Jh~927 1993

FEDERAl COOMUi-iiCI11IONS c()AM!SSION
(fFICE OFTHE SECRfJAHY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering~an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for j 0 years. I own -2 radios and~ model
a!!plane~ helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in tenns of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Dear Sirs:

REceiVED

JAN 2 71993
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January 22 v 1993

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering"an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine.
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes. helicopters. cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92.235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact. more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for il- years. I own ...1..-.. radios and .5L.- model
airplanes. helicopters. cars and boats. In addition. I have numerous engines. motors. chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me. these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank. you for your consideration.

Sincerely.

~.~~ ..
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

RECEIVED

JAN 271993

FCC MAIL ROOM

January 22, 1993

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering-·an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

} have been involved in this hobby for ..f.!2..- years. I own 1 radios and -1.. model
~~helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field

accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 7S MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Federal Communications ~bl~qy
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

January 20, 1993

RECEIVED
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FCC MAil ROOM
It has recently come to my attention that the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is considering an action
that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very
important hobby of mine, radio controlled (RIC) model aircraft.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by the
RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75MHz band now used by
hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe negative impact upon me and the
entire RIC hobby industry. If this proposed rule were to become
fact, a mobile transmitter on a delta frequency of 2.5 KHz could
enter a flying zone and cause an RIC aircraft to become an unguided
missle. When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of other
RIC hobbyists in the U.S.A. the chance for a close encounter of the
wrong kind increases rapidly. One should also consider the
economic impact on the industry, i.e. jobs and the associated tax
base.

I urge you to reconsider this proposal. Keep 10 Khz spacing
between all frequencies on the 72 MHz and 75 MHz bands available
for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please do not endanger this
hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has
so much investment of money and is enjoyed by so many.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~v/k.»
fi. 1?1 .A- ~ 3--G)
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1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:
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FCC MAil ROOM

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for .::::l...- years. I own --L. radios and ....::L- model
airplanes, helicopten=s, ears aftd boats: In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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FCC
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Washington DC 20554

Dear Sir(s),

RECEIVED

JAN 27M3

FCC MAil ROOM

I have been interested in aviation for many years and I am now active in the Coeur d' Alene
Aeromodeling Society whose 122 members enjoy building and flying radio controlled model
airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules now under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC), namely NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the useability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band which is primarily used for private land
dispatch operations. At this time our assigned frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we are able to share the band without any mutual interference. Now the
FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. If this is adopted, many land frequencies will move closer to the model
aircraft radio control frequencies and very likely cause interference with control of model aircraft.
The proposed plan would effectively reduce good, available aircraft channels from about 50 down to
19.

When we fly our model aircraft under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of operators and spectators and protect property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of radio control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is reduced as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model aircraft have wing-spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as
35-40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury or even death if radio interference causes the operator to
lose control of the aircraft.

We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate.
We need the use of the full complement of our assigned radio frequencies in order to insure a safe
flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. Please consider that we have a substantial
investment in our models and our radio equipment, that the hobby provides hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement of the aviation industry. Please
help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by carefully considering the proposals in NPRM-
PR Docket 92-235. Ir an/'. Ilr ~Ol-f -eU~~ ~ At?~~ pr /~t--ere~rt'r

jib"';", t?4Jh/ y"'f ,,?A~~k/;6/4J/'C" 70/~4-r., /7i5 t:>.~;.-

Sincerely, Name Z~ 51""' ..h,.~

AddrCS=t

C?SJ~YhJ;;:k~
07rYr
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FCC
1919 M St. NW
Washington DC 20554

Dear Sir(s),

RECEIVED

JAN 271993

FCC MAIL ROOM

I have been interested in aviation for many years and I am now active in the Coeur d' Alene
Aeromodeling Society whose 122 members enjoy building and flying radio controlled model
airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules now under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC), namely NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the useability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band which is primarily used for private land
dispatch operations. At this time our assigned frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we are able to share the band without any mutual interference. Now the
FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. If this is adopted, many land frequencies will move closer to the model
aircraft radio control frequencies and very likely cause interference with control of model aircraft.
The proposed plan would effectively reduce good, available aircraft channels from about 50 down to
19.

When we fly our model aircraft under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of operators and spectators and protect property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of radio control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is reduced as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model aircraft have wing-spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as
35-40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury or even death if radio interference causes the operator to
lose control of the aircraft.

We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate.
We need the use of the full complement of our assigned radio frequencies in order to insure a safe
flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. Please consider that we have a substantial
investment in our models and our radio equipment, that the hobby provides hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement of the aviation industry. Please
help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by carefully considering the proposals in NPRM­
PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

Name
W. 6475 HARBOR DR.

COEUR D'ALENE, 10. 83814

p!~£
Address

----=.---r---"....-'-~
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1-22-1993

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. St. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: NPRM PR Docket 92-235

Dear Sir and/or Ms.:

The only hobby that I have is the flying of my radio controlled airplane.
It is my understanding that NPRM PR Docket 92-235 will insert multiple
frequencies between the existing already shared hobby frequencies.
According to the facts that I have; this bill will make all existing
Radio Control equipment obsolete.

We have many members at our local flying club, (SPADS of Enid, Oklahoma),
and any m~x~ng and/or overriding of frequencies could cause severe
safety problems with our models. We probably don't have any lobbyist
in Washington, and I don I t even know who is pushing this, but I do
know that we do not want our hobby ruined..... Please put an end to
this bill.

Respectfully,

Kenneth C. Cribley, Jr.
1920 Country Club Drive
Enid, Oklahoma 73703



YOUR Hobby Headquarters
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(512) 458-2324

JAN 271993

FCC· MAIL ROOM

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission <FCC) is considering an action that will severely limit and
potentially el iminate a very important hobby of mine, radio controlled (R?C)
model airplanes, hel icopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Haking <NPRM) in Pr Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C
aircraft and surface models by Keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow
mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
el iminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channe 1s will 1iKe 1y be affec ted.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire RIC hobbY industry. If put into effect. my airplane or helicopter
could easily be shot out of the skY by a mobile user I,d have no way of
Knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been invol ved in th i s hobby for s: years. I Ol,<ln S­
radios and ~ model airplanes, hel icopters, cars and boats. In addition,
I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and other
products necessary to support my hobby. When YOU consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just 1ike me, these proposed
rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and in terms of
enjoyment.

I urge YOU to r.consider this. K••p 10 Khz spacing b.tween all
fr.quencies on 7~ MHz and 72 MHz bands available for safe use bY RIC
enthusiasts. Pl.as. don't eliminate this hobby that has grown tr~.ndously

over the past 30 years and has so much investm.nt of money and enjonment of
p.ople nationwide.

Thank yOU for your consideration.



Regarding FCC Rule Making

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
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Dear Sirs:
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It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making'(NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Pan 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 3- years. I own 6' radios and .5 model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

6lZA1WT )4. '))WC

&~~dd!L-


